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Abstract: A persistent and fascinating problem at the high energy colliders are jets.
Often trying to observe physics underlying the hard interactions at colliders requires ex-
perimental cuts in phase space, defining several jet or beam regions. QCD being a gauge
theory that readily decays into infra-red modes, correlations between jet regions is almost
inevitable, spoiling the predictivity of fixed order QCD calculations. One is faced with
the task of calculating the evolution of a reduced density matrix, where successively less
energetic (jet) regions are integrated out, to gain control of the calculation. I relate the
decay rates governing the flow into the IR to an effective field theory expansion in soft jets,
allowing a systematic and resummed calculation of these rates, while further relating them
to physically observable features of the QCD cascade. To demonstrate the utility of the
soft jet expansion, I present a factorization theorem for a soft subjet collinearly splitting in
and out of a parent fat jet. Using the resummation properties of this factorization theorem,
I elucidate the structure of the subleading non-global logs (encoding the jet correlations)
in the hemisphere jet mass distribution, as well as give a collinear improvement of the
leading order resummation equation, the BMS equation. I compare to other approaches
to subleading resummation of NGLs, and find the collinear improvement of the leading
order equation removes the need for kinematic-dependent corrections in the IR averaging
procedure of the reduced density matrix, so that no further large logs can be generated in
the IR. Finally I end with speculation about connections with collinear improvements of
the NLO B-JIMWLK hierarchy for small-x resummation.a
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1 Introduction
Non-global logarithms (NGLs) pose an fascinating problem for resummation [1], and can
have a large phenomenological impact [2, 3]. These are logarithms associated with soft
radiation which splits and lands into different angular phase space regions, with an energy
hierarchy between the soft daughters. Physically one pictures as an initial condition mul-
tiple hard jets at wide fixed angles in the event, whose masses are all much smaller than
the initial hard collision. However, the masses themselves exhibit a hierarchy of scales.
The resummation is difficult, since the soft radiation is sensitive to the pattern of previous
soft emissions. This is in contrast to global logarithms, the logarithms of the jet mass to
the hard scale, which are associated with virtual corrections of QCD amplitudes. For the
global corrections, no parton becomes a physical state between the hard interaction scale,
and the jet mass scale, so that while the cancellation of IR divergences between real and
virtual corrections still occurs, a large log is left over. The exponentiation of these global
logarithms is now a standard technique, whether using factorization theorems [5–13], or
QCD coherence arguments [14–18], to the point that it can be essentially automated [19–
22] in both approaches. Moreover, the exponentiation is truly an explicit exponentiation,
at least in an appropriate conjugate space for additive observables. However, the fixed or-
der pattern of NGLs as calculated in [23] and [24] do not exhibit any such straightforward
pattern.
Dealing with the resummation of NGLs, four approaches have appeared in the lit-
erature: avoiding them entirely with clever observables [25–27], a large-Nc Monte Carlo
technique [1], non-linear evolution equations1 [28–35]2, and an expansion in soft sub-jets
[38–42]. This last approach can be grounded in the structure of factorization theorems, as
derived in the framework of soft collinear effective field theory (SCET) [43–45], promising
a straightforward way to calculate to higher orders in αs for the anomalous dimensions in
the resummation. Perhaps even more importantly, Ref. [42] organized the phase space of
emissions into parametrically separated regions where distinct (now global) resummations
apply. This is accomplished by using a complete set of infra-red and collinear safe observ-
ables, for example see Refs. [46, 47], to define multi-differential cross-sections with sufficient
number of observables to distinguish the soft and collinear limits of multiple pronged jet
structures [48–52]. Resumming these cross-sections, and expressing the more inclusive
1For NGLs, this evolution equation is called the BMS equation after its inventors, Banfi, Marchesini, and
Smye. However, it fits into a universality class of quantum master equations, see Sec. 11 for a discussion
on the universality of IR evolution equations.
2For progress towards an EFT interpretation of these evolution equations, see Ref. [36], which incor-
porates an object akin to the trace of the post-evolution reduced density matrix of Ref. [37] into their jet
factorization theorem.
– 1 –
cross-sections as a marginalization over the more exclusive ones, the perturbation series is
re-organized as summing over jets (resummed partons), rather than fixed order partons.
Interesting emergent behavior, like the buffer region [53], manifests itself for these dressed
emissions. Since the observables are complete up-to a resolution scale (which terminates
the number of jets included in the calculation), one can also check whether all phase space
regions are accounted for by examining all possible relative scalings of the observables.
This has important implications for the subleading NGLs, since the fixed order NGLs at
α2s in QCD are sensitive to a distinct phase space region, where a soft subjet is collinearly
splitting along the jet boundary. This was already noted in Ref. [42]. Here I shall worked
out the soft jet factorization in this region, and its implications for resumming NGLs.
The organization of this paper is as follows: I set out the phase space region for a soft
subjet collinearly splitting at the jet boundary. Or more concisely, I consider edge of jet sub-
jets. Having worked out the phase space region, I then give the appropriate factorization
theorem for it. I then calculate to one-loop the objects found in the factorization theorem,
finding both double logarithms of collinear origin, as well as a DGLAP style splitting
process [54–56]. Having these tools in hand, I show how the single dressed gluon with these
collinear effects can be included to resum NGLs of more inclusive observables, following
the procedure of [42]. I then compare to the NLO BMS equation derived in [37]. I find that
this evolution equation naively misses the fixed order α2s subleading NGLs, which would
be corrected with the appropriate NLO calculation for the trace of the density matrix. I
find this to be connected with the lack of collinear evolution in the leading order BMS
equation. Going back to the original BMS equation, and using the soft jet factorization
theorem to calculate soft jet production at large-Nc, I show how one can collinearly improve
the equation to include these collinear double logarithms. Then I discuss whether one can
find any other IR structure beyond out of jet fragmentation. Then I argue that the soft jet
expansion gives a systematic view of calculating the resummed decay rates used in these
universal IR evolution equations, highlighting its physically observable features. Finally,
having started at the beginning, I then conclude at the end with speculations on small-x
physics.
2 Phase Space Region
For the purpose of understanding the collinear effects in subleading NGLs, I consider
e+e− → hadrons with the hard scale Q2, and wish to isolate the region of phase space
associated with a soft subjet with two hard jets. In particular, I suppose two hard jet
regions, the “out-of-fat-jet” region where an inclusive jet shape measurement has been
made, and a fat jet region containing (most) of the soft subjet. The two hard jet regions
are back to back, with associated light cone vectors:
Fat Jet Axis: n = (1, nˆ), (2.1)
Recoiling Jet Axis: n¯ = (1,−nˆ), (2.2)
n · n¯ = 2, n2 = n¯2 = 0 . (2.3)
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The soft subjet enjoys its own light-cone direction nsj = (1, nˆsj) with conjugate n¯sj =
(1,−nˆsj).
The phase space region for collinear splittings along the jet boundary exists strictly only
for cone algorithms. A recombination algorithm will necessarily deform the jet boundary
if a soft jet is present, though this effect can by mitigated with the anti-kt algorithm [57],
where the factorization of [42] also applies. Here I suppose that the jet axis is defined using
the broadening [58] or thrust axis [46] of the event, and a fixed cone of radius R is drawn
about the jet (this is similar to the set up in Ref. [59]). For multi-jet events, an ideal cone
algorithm for this factorization theorem is the XCone algorithm of Refs. [60, 61].
Within the fat jet, I measure the energy correlation functions e
(α)
2 , e
(β)
2 , and e
(β)
3 [47]
to isolate the appropriate region of phase space3, whose definitions are summarized in
App. B. In this cross-section, some out-of-fat-jet measurement has been made, τ . I shall
for definiteness focus on the out-of-jet thrust measurement, with its action on a state |X〉
given by:
ΘFJτ |X〉 =
∑
i∈X
n¯ · piθFJ(pi)|X〉 (2.4)
The jet algorithm constraints on a single particle state are:
ΘFJ |p〉 = θFJ(p)|p〉 = θ
(
tan2
R
2
− n · p
n¯ · p
)
|p〉
ΘFJ |p〉 = θFJ(p)|p〉 = θ
(
− tan2R
2
+
n · p
n¯ · p
)
|p〉 (2.5)
The specific power counting I adopt to isolate the one soft jet region of phase space at
the edge of the jet is:
τ ∼ Qe(α)2 ∼ Qe(β)2 (2.6)
e
(α)
3 
(
e
(α)
2
)3
(2.7)
(∆θsj)
α ∼ e
(α)
3
(e
(α)
2 )
2
 1 (2.8)
∆θsj = R − θsj is the difference between the jet radius R and the angle of the soft jet
axis nˆsj to the fat jet axis nˆ, denoted θsj . This necessitates the soft jet to collinearly split
into and out of the fat jet, pictorially represented in Fig. 1. Specifically, this implies the
collinear modes of the soft jet in the soft jet factorization theorem of [42], and the boundary
3For a complete and detailed discussion of the 1 → 2 phase space for QCD radiation, and the impact
the different regions have on the form of factorization, please see [62].
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Jn¯Jn
S
jet axis
R
B ￿ e(α)2
Figure 1: A soft jet at the edge of a jet. The dotted lines correspond to the jet boundary.
soft modes, cannot be factorized, since the two obey the same scalings:
psj ∼ EJ e(α)2

 e(α)3(
e
(α)
2
)2

2/α
, 1,
 e(α)3(
e
(α)
2
)2

1/α

nsj n¯sj
, (2.9)
pbs ∼ EJ e
(α)
3
e
(α)
2 (∆θsj)
α
(
(∆θsj)
2 , 1,∆θsj
)
nsj n¯sj
, (2.10)
where I have adopted the light cone coordinates of the soft subjet, (nsj · p, n¯sj · p, p⊥nsj ),
and EJ ∼ Q is the energy scale of the fat jet.
3 Factorization Theorem
The factorization theorem takes the form:
dσ
de
(α)
2 de
(β)
2 de
(α)
3 dτ
= σ0H(Q
2)Hsjnn¯
(
e
(α)
2 , e
(β)
2 , τ
)
Snn¯nsj
(
e
(α)
3 ;R
)
⊗ Ensj
(
e
(α)
3 ; τ ;Qsj ;R
)
⊗ Jn(e(α)3 )⊗ Jn¯(τ)⊗ Snn¯
(
e
(α)
3 ; τ ;R
)
(3.1)
Where for conciseness, I have adopted the convention that any repeated argument is con-
volved with all other functions sharing that argument (excepting the jet radius R):
F1(x)⊗ F2(x)...⊗ FN (x) =
∫ N∏
i=1
dxiδ
(
x−
N∑
i=1
xi
)
F1(x1)F2(x2)....FN (xN ) (3.2)
A new feature of the edge of jet factorization theorem is the edge of jet function Ensj .
This is a novel jet function describing the fragmentation of partons into and out of the
jet boundary. Though containing these fragmentation effects, the function is IR finite and
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calculable in perturbation theory, given the jet boundary cuts off the collinear divergence
of the fragmentation.
I have also explicitly indicated the dependence on the soft subjet large momentum
fraction Qsj . Implicitly, this is a function of Q, e
(α)
2 , and e
(β)
2 . The proof of this factoriza-
tion theorem, like that for PDFs or fragmentation functions [63], takes place at the level
of the cross-section or squared amplitude, not the amplitude itself, as in previous subjet
factorizations. This is since the hard matching for Hsjnn¯ has both real and virtual correc-
tions contributing to it. One constructs a complete basis of gauge invariant IR functions
corresponding to all momentum regions. Since each sector has a unique leading power func-
tion according to the power counting, after including appropriate subtractions to remove
overlaps, one is led to (3.1).
3.1 Definitions of Factorized Functions
I now give the operator definitions of the factorized low scale functions appearing in
Eq. (3.1). Each measurement function should be expanded in the power counting of the
factorization theorem. The expanded versions can be found in Ref. [62].
• Tri-pole soft function:
Snn¯nsj
(
e
(α)
3 ;R
)
=
∫ i∞+c
−i∞+c
de˜
(α)
3 e
e˜
(α)
3 e
(α)
3
tr〈0|T{SnsjSnSn¯}e−e˜
(α)
3 ΘFJE3
(α)
∣∣
S T¯{SnsjSnSn¯}|0〉
Snn¯
(
e˜
(α)
3 ;R
)
Snsj n¯sj
(
e˜
(α)
3 ;R
)
(3.3)
Snn¯
(
e˜
(α)
3 ;R
)
= tr〈0|T{SnSn¯}e−e˜
(α)
3 ΘFJE3
(α)
∣∣
S T¯{SnSn¯}|0〉 (3.4)
Snsj n¯sj
(
e˜
(α)
3 ;R
)
= tr〈0|T{SnsjSn¯sj}e−e˜
(α)
3 ΘFJE3
(α)
∣∣
BS T¯{SnsjSn¯sj}|0〉 (3.5)
To avoid convolutions between the necessary subtractions to the naive function, I
give the definitions in laplace space. I have explicitly given the appropriate soft
subtractions that must be performed on the tri-pole soft function. One removes both
the boundary soft radiation associated with the soft subjet, and the soft radiation
from the original n-n¯ dipole.
• Edge-of-Jet Function:
Ensj
(
e
(α)
3 ; τ ;Qsj ;R
)
= (3.6)
(2pi)3
CA
tr〈0|Bµ⊥nsj (0)δ(τ −ΘFJτ)δ(QSJ −ΘFJ n¯sj · P)δ
(2)(~P⊥SJ )δ
(
e
(α)
3 −ΘFJE3(α)
∣∣
SJ
)
B⊥nsjµ(0)|0〉
The jet region constraints ΘFJ and ΘFJ restrictions project the state according to
whether the momenta is inside the resolved fat jet, or the inclusive out-of-jet region,
respectively, according to Eq. (2.5). The field operators are gauge invariant collinear
gauge field strengths, whose definition can be found in Ref. [64].
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nn¯
Figure 2: An example soft diagram that contributes to the soft jet production matching.
• Dipole soft function:
Snn¯
(
e˜
(α)
3 ; τ ;R
)
= tr〈0|T{SnSn¯}δ
(
e
(α)
3 −ΘFJE3(α)
∣∣
S
)
δ(τ −ΘFJτ)T¯{SnSn¯}|0〉
(3.7)
Note that this function generates soft contributions to both τ and e
(α)
3 .
The jet functions Jn and Jn¯ are standard for the given jet shape, see for instance Refs. [12,
13, 58].
4 Matching for Soft Jet Production
Here I detail the one-loop matching procedure for the edge-of-jet factorization theorem4.
The soft emissions within the fat jet are strongly ordered with respect to the soft subjet,
thus the calculations are identical to those of [42]. The virtual corrections can be extracted
from [67]. However, the “in-out” configuration exhibits new terms, since τ ∼ Qe(α)2 ∼ Qe(β)2 .
Therefore, the double real emission diagrams of full QCD are not expanded in a strongly
ordered limit, but only in the soft limit compared to the hard scale Q2. The integrand
Snn¯(p, q) for the double soft real emission is given in [68]. This corresponds to two soft
gluon exchanges between the wilson lines in the n and n¯ directions, with Fig. 2 giving
an example diagram. I can write the two real emission contribution to the fixed order
cross-section as:
dσ(2R) = N
∫
[ddp]+[d
dq]+
{
Φin-in(e
(α)
2 , e
(β)
2 , e
(α)
3 )Snn¯(p, q)
∣∣∣
S.O.
+ Φin-out(e
(α)
2 , e
(β)
2 , τ)Snn¯(p, q)
}
(4.1)
[ddp]+ =
ddp
(2pi)d−1
δ(p2)θ(p0) (4.2)
Where Φin-in and Φin-out are the phase space constraints for when both emissions are inside
the fat jet, and when one is inside the fat jet and the other out. “S.O.” denotes strong
4Throughout these calculations, I have made use of the Mathematica package HypExp [65, 66].
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ordering. One emission will always be identified with the soft subjet, and to this end
it is more convenient to trade the energy-energy correlation functions for the light-cone
momentum fractions in the n-n¯ coordinate system:
u = n · psj , v = n¯ · psj , (4.3)
Qe
(α)
2 = (u+ v)
(
2
u
u+ v
)α
2
, Qe
(β)
2 = (u+ v)
(
2
u
u+ v
)β
2
(4.4)
With an identified soft subjet, this is always possible up to power corrections, with a simple
jacobian factor.
The matching itself will be determined by the difference between the full theory matrix
elements and the effective theory. That is, the one-loop matching to Hsjnn¯ is fixed by
demanding:
dσ
dudvde
(α)
3 dτ
=H
sj(T )
nn¯ (u, v)δ(τ)δ(e
(α)
3 ) +H
sj(T )
nn¯ (u, v)
∑
r
M (1)r
+H
sj(1)
nn¯ (u, v; τ)δ(e
(α)
3 ) +O(α
3
s)... (4.5)
with the tree-level matching being:
H
sj(T )
nn¯ (u, v) =
αsCFµ
2eγE
pi(uv)1+Γ(1− ) =
αsCF
21+piΓ(1− )
(
n · n¯
n · psj psj · n¯
)1+
(4.6)
The sum
∑
rM
(1)
r denotes the sum over one-loop matrix elements given by the infra-red
functions of the factorization theorem (3.1). The one-loop hard matching I split into three
contributions, in-in, in-out, and in-virtual:
H
sj(1)
nn¯ (u, v; τ) = H
sj(1)
nn¯ (u, v)δ(τ)
∣∣∣
in-in
+H
sj(1)
nn¯ (u, v; τ)
∣∣∣
in-out
+H
sj(1)
nn¯ (u, v)δ(τ)
∣∣∣
in-virt
(4.7)
One emission must always be in the fat jet, since the soft subjet has been observed.
4.1 In-In
Restricting to the in-in configuration, in the strongly ordered expansion, the two real
emission contribution is exactly reproduced by the factorization theorem contributions, so:
H
sj(1)
nn¯ (u, v)
∣∣∣
in-in
= 0 (4.8)
This reflects the fact that the matching can be performed at the level of the amplitude,
using only the IR finite terms of soft currents [42].
4.2 In-Virtual
The real-virtual contribution is non-trivial. The infra-red divergent contributions are can-
celed by the virtual loops of the effective theory matrix elements, so that this contribution
is completely determined by the finite parts of the soft-virtual contributions of the full
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theory. These are equivalent to the one-loop soft current, giving:
H
sj(1)
nn¯ (u, v;µ)
∣∣∣
in-virt
=
α2sCFCA
pi2
(u v)−1
(
− 1
4
ln2
(4µ2
uv
)
+
5
24
pi2
)
(4.9)
4.3 In-Out
Here the full theory contribution is not fully reproduced by the effective theory, so that
the difference between the effective theory and full gives a non-trivial contribution. I
split the integrand into abelian and non-abelian components. The abelian contribution
will be reproduced by the tree-level soft jet matching (4.6) and the out-of-fat-jet one-loop
contribution from the dipole soft function (3.7):
dσin-out, ab. =
(
H
sj(T )
nn¯ (u, v)
)(
S
(1)
nn¯ (τ)
∣∣∣
out
)
(4.10)
The non-abelian piece has a more subtle matching contribution. I write:
dσin-out, n.ab. =
(
H
sj(T )
nn¯ (u, v)
)(
E(1)nsj (u+ v; τ ;R)
∣∣∣
in-out
)
+H
sj(1)
nn¯ (u, v; τ)
∣∣∣
in-out
. (4.11)
Where I note that the soft jet large momentum fraction is given by u+ v = 2Qsj . Next I
explicitly calculate the full theory. This is simply the integral:
dσin-out, n.ab. = N
∫
[ddp]+[d
dq]+θ
(n · q
n¯ · q − tan
2R
2
)
δ
(
τ − n¯ · q
)
θ
(
tan2
R
2
− n · p
n¯ · p
)
δ(u− n · p)δ(v − n¯ · p)Snn¯(p, q) (4.12)
N = G4CFCA(µe
γE4pi) (4.13)
We are using the MS renormalization scheme, and γE is Euler’s gamma number. The
integral measure can be written in terms of the relative angle between the transverse
momenta components of p and q, the other angle being trivial. Using the on-shell conditions
to fix the magnitude of the transverse momentum integrals in terms of the light cone
fractions, I then have for integral measure:∫
[ddp]+[d
dq]+θ
(n · q
n¯ · q − tan
2R
2
)
δ
(
τ − n¯ · q
)
θ
(
tan2
R
2
− n · p
n¯ · p
)
δ(u− n · p)δ(v − n¯ · p)
= Ω(uv)
−
∫ ∞
0
dx
x
∫ ∞
0
dy
y
θ
(x
y
− tan2R
2
)∫ pi
0
dθ sin−2θδ
(
τ − y
)
, (4.14)
Ω =
2−4+2pi−
9
2
Γ(1− )Γ(12 − )
. (4.15)
I have labeled the out-of-jet emission’s light-cone momentum fractions as x = n · q, and
y = n¯ · q. I now perform a further change of variables:
x→ ux y → vxy (4.16)
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Then with the further variable change, x→ x(vy)−1, I can evaluate the x, y, and φ integrals
as a series in . Further, it is expedient to divide the in-out contribution into two pieces,
isolating the collinear splitting scale 1− uv cot2R2 that will be removed by the effective theory
subtractions. The final result is, dropping all terms that vanish as → 0:
dσin-out, n.ab. = dσin-out, n.ab.split + dσ
in-out, n.ab.
no-split (4.17)
dσin-out, n.ab.split = H
sj(T )
nn¯ (u, v)
αsCA
piτ
(µ2eγE
τ2
u
v
){
P(v, τ)ln
(
1− u
v
cot2
R
2
)
− ln
(
1− u
v
cot2
R
2
)
+ ln
(
1− u
v
cot2
R
2
)
ln
(v
u
tan2
R
2
− 1
)}
+O
(

)
(4.18)
dσin-out, n.ab.no-split = H
sj(T )
nn¯ (u, v)
αsCA
piτ
(µ2eγE
τ2
u
v
){
P(v, τ)ln
( τ
τ + u cot2R2
)
+
uvτ(v − τ)cot2R2
(v + τ)3(τ + ucot2R2 )
(
1− 2Tfnf
CA
)
− τ
2(v + τ)
ln
( τ
τ + u cot2R2
)}
+O
(

)
(4.19)
I have explicitly factored out the all-orders in  tree-level hard matching. Where P (v, τ) is
given by:
P (v, τ) = −(v
2 + vτ + τ2)2
(v + τ)4
− Tfnf
CA
vτ(v2 + τ2)
(v + τ)4
+ 1 (4.20)
Note that P (v, τ) is finite as τ → 0, and the no-split contribution has no soft divergence
as τ → 0. It is the gluon’s 1 → 2 splitting function with soft support removed. One
can explicitly check taking the laplace/fourier transforms of u, τ , and integrating over the
allowed v, these terms with R = pi2 are sufficient to reproduce the hemisphere NGLs of
(7.1), and both the split and no-split terms contribute.
To make the divergent behavior of this contribution to the cross-section transparent,
I take the laplace transform of out of jet variable τ in Eq. (4.18), whose conjugate variable
I denote by τ˜ . Then I can simply expand in , without making use of plus distributions5.
dσ˜in-out, n.ab.split =
∫ ∞
0
dτ e−τ τ˜dσin-out, n.ab.split (4.21)
= H
sj(T )
nn¯ (u, v)
αsCA
pi
ln
(
1− u
v
cot2
R
2
){ 1
2
+
1
2
ln
(
e2γEµ2τ˜2
tan2R2 − uv
)
+ P˜
(
vτ˜
)}
+O()
(4.22)
P˜
(
vτ˜
)
=
∫ ∞
0
dτ
τ
e−τ τ˜P (v, τ) (4.23)
5I factor out the all-orders in  tree level matching. The higher orders in  do not contribute to the
matching, even though they naively give O(0) terms when multiplied against the −1 terms of the one-loop
correction. However, since all  divergences cancel when I sum over sectors, and the higher order terms in
epsilon from the tree-level matching multiple all sectors identically, these spurious finite terms cancel out
in the total cross-section.
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One can work out the exact analytic expression for P˜ in terms of incomplete gamma
functions and exponentials, but the form is relatively unenlightening, other than it is a
function of the product vτ˜ only. To complete the matching calculation, I need the edge-of-
jet jet function, which is taken up in the next section.
5 Edge-of-Jet Function
I start this section with a general discussion of the phase space for the edge of jet function.
Then I focus on the calculation for the contribution relevant for the matching and the
resummation of NGLs, the in-out configuration. The in-in configuration is relegated to an
appendix.
5.1 Tree Level and One-Loop Phase Space for Edge-of-Jet Function
The tree level Edge-of-Jet function is calculated to be:
E(T )nsj
(
e
(α)
3 ; τ ;Qsj ;R
)
= δ(e
(α)
3 )δ(τ)(2pi)
3
∫
[d4p]+δ
(2)(p⊥)δ(Qsj − n¯sj · p)
= δ(e
(α)
3 )δ(τ) . (5.1)
The transverse momentum constraint localizes the tree-level result to align with the ob-
served soft jet axis, so that no contribution is given to τ at tree-level. Moving to one loop,
I have:
E(1)nsj
(
e
(α)
3 ; τ ;Qsj ;R
)
= g2CA
(
2pi
)d−1 ∫
[ddk1]+[d
dk2]+
(
Φin-in(e
(α)
3 , Qsj , R, k1, k2)δ(τ)
+ Φin-out(τ,Qsj , R, k1, k2)δ(e
(α)
3 )
)Pg(n¯sj · k1, n¯sj · k2)
k1 · k2 (5.2)
where the splitting function for an off-shell gluon into two partons with momenta k1, k2 is
given as:
Pg(n¯sj · k1, n¯sj · k2)
k1 · k2 = −2
(
(n¯sj · k1)2 + n¯sj · k1n¯sj · k2 + (n¯sj · k2)2
)2
n¯sj · k1 n¯sj · k2(n¯sj · k1 + n¯sj · k2)2 k1 · k2
+
Tfnf
CA
2n¯sj · k1n¯sj · k2 − (1− )(n¯sj · k1 + n¯sj · k2)2
(1− )(n¯sj · k1 + n¯sj · k2)2k1 · k2 (5.3)
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The two phase space restrictions break down as:
Φin-in(e
(α)
3 , Qsj , R, k1, k2) = δ(Qsj − n¯sj · k1 − n¯sj · k2)δ
(
e
(α)
3 −N
n¯sj · k1
Q
n¯sj · k1
Q
( 2k1 · k2
n¯sj · k1n¯sj · k2
)α
2
)
δ(d−2)(k1⊥ + k2⊥)θ
(
∆θsj +
4n⊥ · k1⊥
n¯sj · k1(n¯ · nsj)2
)
θ
(
∆θsj +
4n⊥ · k2⊥
n¯sj · k2(n¯ · nsj)2
)
(5.4)
Φin-out(τ,Qsj , R, k1, k2) = δ(Qsj − n¯sj · k1)δ
(
τ − n¯ · nsj
2
n¯sj · k2
)
δ(d−2)(k1⊥ + k2⊥)
θ
(
∆θsj +
4n⊥ · k1⊥
n¯sj · k1(n¯ · nsj)2
)
θ
(
∆θsj − 4n⊥ · k2⊥
n¯sj · k2(n¯ · nsj)2
)
(5.5)
All transverse projections ⊥ are with respect to the local soft jet light-cone coordinates
defined by nsj and n¯sj . I have introduced the angle to the jet boundary ∆θsj :
∆θsj = tan
2R
2
− n · nsj
n¯ · nsj (5.6)
The θ-function constraints come from expanding the fat jet constraint Eq. (2.5), in the
coordinate frame of the soft subjet when it is pressed against the boundary:
θ
(
tan2
R
2
− n · k
n¯ · k
)
= θ
(
∆θsj +
4n⊥ · k2⊥
n¯sj · k2(n¯ · nsj)2
)
+ ... (5.7)
To avoid expansions in plus-distributions, I will henceforth work with the laplace transform
of e
(α)
3 , e˜
(α)
3 .
5.2 In-Out Contribution
The bare contribution is given by:
E(1)nsj
(
τ ;u, v;R
)∣∣∣∣∣
in-out
=
αsCA
41−
sec pi
pi1/2Γ(12 − )
v
(v + τ)2
( µ2eγE
τ2(tan2R2 − uv )
u
v
)
Pg
(
v, τ
)
(5.8)
Again, I want to take the laplace transform to extract the divergences. To do so I first
isolate the soft contribution, by writing:
Pg
(
v, τ
)
= 2
(v + τ)2
vτ
(
− 1 + P (v, τ)
)
(5.9)
So:
E(1)nsj
(
τ ;u, v;R
)∣∣∣∣∣
in-out
= − αsCA
21−2
sec pi
pi1/2Γ(12 − )
1
τ
( µ2eγE
τ2(tan2R2 − uv )
u
v
)
+
αsCA
21−2
sec pi
pi1/2Γ(12 − )
1
τ
( µ2eγE
τ2(tan2R2 − uv )
u
v
)
P (v, τ) . (5.10)
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Now I take the laplace transform, and expand in , to achieve:
E(1)nsj
(
τ˜ ;u, v;R
)∣∣∣div
in-out
= −CAαs
pi
{
1
42
+
1
2
ln
( eγEµτ˜
tan2R2 − uv
√
u
v
)
+
1
2
P˜ (vτ˜)
}
(5.11)
E(1)nsj
(
τ˜ ;u, v;R
)∣∣∣fin
in-out
= −αsCA
pi
{
P˜ (vτ˜)ln
(
µ
v(tan2R2 − uv )
√
u
v
)
− P˜ ln(vτ˜)
+
1
2
ln2
( eγEµτ˜
tan2R2 − uv
√
u
v
)
+
7pi2
48
+ Inf (v, τ˜)
}
(5.12)
P˜ ln(vτ˜) =
∫ ∞
0
dτ
τ
e−τ τ˜P (v, τ)ln
τ
v
(5.13)
Inf (vτ˜) =
Tfnf
CA
∫ ∞
0
dτ
τ
e−τ τ˜
v2τ2
(v + τ)4
(5.14)
The finite terms in momentum space are:
E(1)nsj
(
τ ;u, v;R
)∣∣∣fin
in-out
= −αsCA
pi
{
P (v, τ)
τ
ln
(
µ
τ(tan2R2 − uv )
√
u
v
)
+ L1
( µ
tan2R2 − uv
√
u
v
, τ
)
+
pi2
16
δ(τ) +
Tfnf
CA
v2τ
(v + τ)4
}
(5.15)
The in-out contribution to the edge-of-jet function has several noteworthy features. Aside
from containing double logarithmic divergences, it also features a single logarithmic diver-
gence corresponding to the non-soft terms of DGLAP splitting function. At higher orders
one can expect departures from DGLAP evolution. The appearance of DGLAP is not
suprising, since essentially at this order in perturbation theory, the measurements imposed
give the probability for a jet close to the boundary to fragment a parton out of the fat jet
boundary. The IR divergence associated with this fragmentation is cut off by the angular
distance of the soft jet to the fat jet boundary, so though the function will have an evolution
similar to a fragmentation function, it is IR-finite and calculable in perturbation theory.
It is natural that the double logarithmic divergences, here being related to the soft
limit of the splitting functions, are controlled by an anomalous dimension proportional to
the cusp to all orders in perturbation theory [69–72].
5.3 Edge-of-Jet Function Matching
The edge-of-jet function admits an OPE onto the boundary soft function and a standard
jet function, of the form:
Ensj
(
e
(α)
3 ; τ ;Qsj ;R
)
= Cnsj (τ,R)Snsj n¯sj (e
(α)
3 , R)Jnsj (e
(α)
3 , Qsj) +O
(
Qe
(α)
3
(
1− u
v
cot2
R
2
))
(5.16)
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The tree-level matching is:
C(T )nsj (τ,R) = δ(τ) . (5.17)
Since the boundary softs and standard jet function calculations reproduce eqns. (E.2) to
(E.8), the divergent and finite contributions in laplace space to the matching coefficient to
one-loop accuracy is then given by Eq. (5.11) and Eq. (5.12):
C(1)nsj (τ˜ , R)
∣∣∣div = E(1)nsj(τ˜ ;u, v;R)∣∣∣divin-out (5.18)
C(1)nsj (τ˜ , R)
∣∣∣fin = E(1)nsj(τ˜ ;u, v;R)∣∣∣finin-out (5.19)
The renomalization group equation satisfied by this renormalized matching coefficient is
to one loop:
µ
d
dµ
lnCnsj (τ˜ , R) = −
αs(µ)CA
pi
{
ln
( eγEµτ˜
tan2R2 − uv
√
u
v
)
+ P˜ (vτ˜)
}
(5.20)
The anomalous dimensions of the other functions in Eq. (5.16) are given in Ref. [42], and
one can construct the full RG equation of Ensj from those results.
6 Edge-of-Jet Matching
I now have all the ingredients to finish the matching in Eq. (4.11). I use (4.21), (5.11), and
(5.12) to compute:
H
sj(1)
nn¯ (u, v, τ˜)
∣∣∣div
in-out
= H
sj(T )
nn¯ (u, v)
αsCA
pi
{
1
42
+
1
2
ln
(µτ˜eγE
tan2R2
√
u
v
)
+
1
2
P˜ (vτ˜)
}
(6.1)
H
sj(1)
nn¯ (u, v, τ˜)
∣∣∣fin
in-out
= H
sj(T )
nn¯ (u, v)
αsCA
pi
{
+
1
2
ln2
(µτ˜eγE
tan2R2
√
u
v
)
− ln
( u
vtan2R2
)
ln
(
1− u
vtan2R2
)
+
7pi2
48
+ P˜ (vτ˜)ln
(
µ
vtan2R2
√
u
v
)
− P˜ ln(vτ˜)− Inf (vτ˜)
+ no split
}
. (6.2)
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I also give the finite contribution in momentum space in terms of plus distributions. This
allows us to show the structure of the “no-split” terms more transparently:
H
sj(1)
nn¯ (u, v, τ)
∣∣∣fin
in-out
= H
sj(T )
nn¯ (u, v)
αsCA
pi
{
δ(τ)
(
− ln
( u
vtan2R2
)
ln
(
1− u
vtan2R2
)
+
pi2
16
)
+ L1
(
µ cot2
R
2
√
u
v
, τ
)
+
1
τ
P (v, τ)ln
(( µ
τtan2R2
√
u
v
)( τ
τ + u cot2R2
))
− τ
2(v + τ)
ln
( τ
τ + u cot2R2
)
+
uvτ(v − τ)cot2R2
(v + τ)3(τ + ucot2R2 )
(
1− 2Tfnf
CA
)
+ Tfnf
v2τ
(v + τ)4
}
(6.3)
The plus distributions are defined in App. A. Importantly, this contribution to the matching
coefficient is manifestly finite as u → vtan2R2 . That is, all sensitivity to the IR scales
associated with the collinear splitting at the edge of the jet have been removed.
7 One Soft Jet Contribution to NGLs with Collinear Effects
7.1 Fixed Order Non-Global Logarithms
For reference, I quote the fixed order result at α2s for hemisphere NGLs, see Refs. [73, 74].
Dividing out the global contribution to the cross-section, the hemisphere NGL contribution
for an initial dipole in the fundamental representation is:
σNGL
(uc
τ c
)∣∣∣
ucτc
=
α2s
pi2
CF
(
− pi
2
12
CAln
2u
c
τ c
+ ln
uc
τ c
(
CA
11pi2 − 3− 18ζ3
36
+ TRnf
6− 4pi2
36
))
(7.1)
One can check by explicit calculation that the result for N = 4 SYM is simply the leading
terms in transcendentality. The leading NGL at α2s for non-hemispherical jets were obtained
for a variety of algorithms in Ref. [75], and both leading and subleading were obtained for
cone algorithms, similar to the ones considered in this paper, in Ref. [59].
It is important to note that the ζ3 subleading log is directly tied to the collinear double
logarithms of the edge of jet function found in (5.12). In particularly, it arises in the full
theory calculation of the NGLs integrating over the double logarithm at order  in the
second line of Eq. (4.18). This fact will play an important role in the collinear evolution
of the BMS kernel later.
7.2 Dressing Gluons
To elucidate the collinear splitting contributions to the NGLs, I following the procedure
outlined in [42]. I re-associate functions in the factorization theorem (3.1) to obtain anoma-
lous dimensions that allows me to resum the NGLs for a single soft jet emitted off of the
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n-n¯ dipole. I define:
Wnn¯(psj ; τ ;R) = lim
e˜
(α)
3 →0
Hsjnn¯
(
psj ; τ ;R
)
Ensj
(
e˜
(α)
3
)
Snsj n¯sj
(
e˜
(α)
3 ;R
)
Snn¯nsj
(
e˜
(α)
3 ;R
)
(7.2)
Gnn¯nsj (τ ;R) = Cnsj (τ˜ , R) (7.3)
These functions differ from those used in the original soft jet factorization to resum NGLs.
Because of the modified power counting, both W and G can depend on the out of jet scale,
since formally I have assumed no hierarchy. The RG equations satisfied by these functions
are given by:
µ
d
dµ
lnWnn¯(psj ; τ˜ ;R) =
αs(µ)CA
pi
{
ln
( µτ˜eγE(
tan2R2 − uv
)√u
v
)
+ P˜ (vτ˜)
}
(7.4)
µ
d
dµ
lnGnn¯nsj (τ˜ ;R) = −
αs(µ)CA
pi
{
ln
( µτ˜eγE(
tan2R2 − uv
)√u
v
)
+ P˜ (vτ˜)
}
(7.5)
I can see how the RG-improvement of the WG product resums the collinear splittings:
Wnn¯(psj ; τ˜ ;R;µ)Gnn¯nsj (τ˜ ;R;µ) = Wnn¯(psj ; τ˜ ;R,µ)Gnn¯nsj (τ˜ ;R;µi)U˜(µ, µi, ; τ˜)
(7.6)
It is convenient to split the resummation factor into a double and single logarithmic con-
tributions as:
U˜(µ, µi; τ˜) = U˜ln2(µ, µi; τ˜)U˜ln(µ, µi; τ˜) (7.7)
U˜ln2(µ, µi; τ˜) = Exp
[
−
∫ µ
µi
dµ′
µ′
αs(µ
′)CA
pi
ln
( µ
µi
)
− ln
( µiτ˜ eγE(
tan2R2 − uv
)√u
v
)∫ µ
µi
dµ′
µ′
αs(µ
′)CA
pi
)]
(7.8)
U˜ln(µ, µi; τ˜) = Exp
[
− P˜ (vτ˜)
∫ µ
µi
dµ′
µ′
αs(µ
′)CA
pi
]
(7.9)
I can then write the cumulant momentum space resummed distribution as a convolution
between the single and double logarithmic functions:
U c(µ, µi; τ) =
∫ ∞
0
dτ ′ U c
ln2
(µ, µi; τ
c − τ ′)Uln(µ, µi; τ ′) (7.10)
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I cannot obtain Uln(µ, µi; τ) in analytic form, but I can solve for U
c
ln2
(µ, µi; τ
c):
U c
ln2
(µ, µi; τ
c) = θ(τ c)
(τ c
µ
)−ω(µ,µi) Exp[−K(µ, µi)]
Γ(1− ω(µ, µi)) (7.11)
ω(µ, µi) =
∫ µ
µi
dµ′
µ′
αs(µ
′)CA
pi
∼ αsCA
pi
ln
µ
µi
(7.12)
K(µ, µi) = ln
( µieγE
µ
(
tan2R2 − uv
)√u
v
)∫ µ
µi
dµ′
µ′
αs(µ
′)CA
pi
∼ αsCA
pi
ln
( µ
µi
)
ln
( µieγE
µ
(
tan2R2 − uv
)√u
v
)
(7.13)
The single soft jet contribution to the cumulative non-global logarithms then takes in
resummed form:
σNGL
(uc
τ c
)
=
∫ uc
τc
du
∫ ∞
u
dv
∫ τc
u−τc
dτ
{
Wnn¯(u, v; τ ;µ)⊗G(u, v; τ ;µi)
⊗ U c
ln2
(µ, µi; τ)⊗ Uln(µ, µi; τ)− c-bin
}
(7.14)
The limits of integration are determine as follows. The variable v is just integrated over
all allowed angles of the fat jet, while u, τ are bounded as follows:
τ c > τ uc > u (7.15)
τ + u > τ c u > τ c (7.16)
The conditions of the first line are just the definition of the cumulative values of the
measurement. The second line is more important. It states that the parent gluon that
splits in and out of the jet is above the IR scale of the problem. Thus the edge of jet
resummation can be applied without interfering with the global and IR divergences. Below
the IR scale, and the gluon contributes to the global divergence, and no resummation
should be applied. This also guarantees that all IR divergences cancel between the in− in,
in− out, and out− out regions for the hemisphere soft function [73].
To see whether the dressed gluon will reproduce the α2s NGLs, I must expand each of
these functions to first nontrivial order, and evaluate the integrals. Note that the collinear
bin is the expansion in the limit that u v, τ before the integrals are evaluated [76]. This
removes any overlap with a collinear subjet factorization. To this order (mixed leading-
logarithmic prime, since we are incorporating matching contributions, and αs running, but
ignoring the two-loop cusp contribution), the collinear-bin insures that the limit of Eq. (7.2)
is well defined. Any part of the one-loop matrix elements contributing to the resolution
variable e
(α)
3 will cancel against the same contribution with the collinear-bin expansion
performed, up to corrections that are beyond the logarithmic order I am working.
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7.2.1 Matrix Element Contributions to NGLs
Due to the collinear bin, the only contribution to the NGLs that can arise from the matrix
elements of the effective theory are those of either the in-out contribution to the soft jet
production coefficient in Eq. (6.2), or the edge-of-jet matching coefficient of Eq. (5.19).
Thus we have to order αs in each of the low scale functions:
Wnn¯(u, v; τ ;µ)Gnn¯nsj (τ ;R;µi) = H
sj(T )
nn¯ (u, v)δ(τ) +H
sj(1)
nn¯ (u, v, τ ;µ)
∣∣∣
in-out
+H
sj(T )
nn¯ (u, v)C
(1)
nsj (τ ;R;µi) +O(α
2
s) (7.17)
Examining the matrix element in Eq. (5.15), one can choose the low scale to be:
µi ∼ τ c
(
tan2
R
2
− u
v
)√v
u
(7.18)
This will minimize all logs in the edge-of-jet function that can contribute to the NGLs.
After the collinear bin, no terms from the edge-of-jet function will contribute to the α2s
NLGs. Examining the soft jet production matching coefficient, taking:
µ ∼ τ c
√
v
u
tan2
R
2
, (7.19)
will minimize the logarithms in Eq. (6.3). However, with this choice, there are still terms
left over that can contribute to the NGLs even after the collinear bin:
H
sj(1)
nn¯ (u, v, τ ;µ)
∣∣∣
in-out
− c-bin = α
2
s
pi2
CFCA
uv
(
+
1
τ
P (v, τ)ln
( τ
τ + u cot2R2
)
− δ(τ)ln
( u
vtan2R2
)
ln
(
1− u
vtan2R2
)
− τ
2(v + τ)
ln
( τ
τ + u cot2R2
)
+
uvτ(v − τ)cot2R2
(v + τ)3(τ + ucot2R2 )
(
1− 2Tfnf
CA
))
(7.20)
In the hemisphere case, setting R = pi/2, I evaluate the resulting integrals to get:∫ uc
τc
du
u
∫ ∞
u
dv
v
∫ τc
u−τc
dτ
τ
ln
( τ
u+ τ
)
P
(
v, τ
)
=
(22pi2 + 9 + 6 ln2 + 132 ln22
144
− nfTR
CA
4pi2 + 9 + 6 ln2 + 24 ln22
72
)
ln
uc
τ c
+ ... (7.21)∫ uc
τc
du
u
∫ ∞
u
dv
v
∫ τc
u−τc
dτ
τ
−τ
2(τ + v)
ln
( τ
u+ τ
)
= −ζ3
2
ln
uc
τ c
+ ... (7.22)∫ uc
τc
du
u
∫ ∞
u
dv
v
∫ τc
u−τc
dτ
τ
v − τ
2(u+ τ)(τ + v)3
(
1− 2nfTR
CA
)
= − 3
16
(
1− 2nfTR
CA
)
ln
uc
τ c
+ ...
(7.23)
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Where we have dropped terms that are finite as u
c
τc → ∞. Note that the large logarithms
can be found simply by setting: ∫ τc
u−τc
dτ → −
∫ u
0
dτ + ... (7.24)
Then the finite terms are automatically dropped. This naturally coincides with an ordering
of emissions u > τ found in the evolution equation approach.
7.2.2 Evolution Factors Contribution to NGLs
Next I must expand the cumulant resummed distribution with scale choices given by
Eqs. (7.18) and (7.19). I also take the collinear-bin and subtract. I find the following
integrals to evaluate:
Expanding U c
ln2
(µ, µi; τc)− U cln2(µ, µi;u− τc)− c-bin :∫ uc
τc
du
u
∫ ∞
u
dv
v
ln
(
1− u
v
)
ln
(u− τ c
τ c
)
= −pi
2
12
ln2
uc
τ c
+ ... (7.25)
Expanding Uln(µ, µi; τ)− c-bin :∫ uc
τc
du
u
∫ ∞
u
dv
v
∫ τc
u−τc
dτ
τ
ln
(
1− u
v
)
P
(
v, τ
)
=
(11pi2 + 3− 3 ln2− 66 ln22
72
− nfTR
CA
4pi2 + 6− 6 ln2− 24 ln22
72
)
ln
uc
τ c
+ ... (7.26)
Again we have dropped terms that are finite as u
c
τc → ∞. Upon summing Eqs. (7.21)
through (7.26), and restoring the color factors and coupling, we reproduce Eq. (7.1).
7.3 Alternative Resummation Schemes
One can attempt to exponentiate more terms than is done with the canonical choice of
factorization scale Eq. (7.19). In particular, one is tempted to set:
µ ∼ τ c + u (7.27)
This choice formally exponentiates all terms that can be connected to the splitting function,
moving (7.21) into the single log resummation factor. However, the terms connected with
the rational terms (7.23) would still not be exponentiated. Given that the logarithm
associated with these terms is effectively a ratio of soft energy scales, τ to τ + u, a more
systematic route to the resummation of these terms would be to calculate and resum the
subleading power corrections to the soft jet factorization of [42], along the lines of [64, 77–
80].
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8 NLO BMS
The comparison to the recently derived NLO BMS equation found in [37] is straightfor-
ward6. Within this approach, one seeks to define an equation of motion for the reduced
density matrix that results from integrating out the hard emissions. One does this time
step by time step, where each previous step the mode that resulted from a decay into
the IR now becomes a hard eikonal current, freely radiating. This results in a Markovian
process at leading lo, and departures from leading log can be understood as corrections to
the Markovian picture. The “time” evolution of the reduced density matrix is governed
by a hamiltonian, and one can simply examine the action of the two loop hamiltonian
generating the evolution on the initial dipole, perform the requisite IR averaging, and drop
any terms that occur at order greater than α2s.
For simplicity, we restrict to N = 4 SYM, where the hamiltonian is simplest. If
K =
αs
4pi
K(1) +
α2s
16pi2
K(2) + ... (8.1)
is the hamiltonian generating the soft evolution, I have for this hamiltonian acting on an
initial dipole in N = 4 SYM:
K(2)Tr[U1U
†
2 ] = 2
∫
d2Ω0
4pi
d2Ω0′
4pi
K
(2)N=4,l
12;00′
(
2Uaa
′
0 U
aa′
0′ − Uaa
′
0′ U
aa′
0′ − Uaa
′
0 U
aa′
0
)
×
(
Tr
[
[T a, T b]U1T
a′T b
′
U †2
]
+ Tr
[
T aT bU1[T
a′ , T b
′
]U †2
])
+
4pi2CA
3
∫
d2Ω0
4pi
α12
α10α02
(
Tr[T a
′
U1T
aU †2 ]U
aa′
0 − CATr[U1U †2 ]
)
(8.2)
Where I have:
αab = −βa · βb
2
(8.3)
βa = (1, bˆa), 1 = bˆ
2
a (8.4)
K
(2)N=4,l
nn¯;00′ =
αnn¯
α0nα00′α0′n¯
(
2ln
(αnn¯α00′
α0n¯α0′n
)
+
[
1 +
αnn¯α00′
α0nα0′n¯ − α0′nα0n¯
]
ln
(α0nα0′n¯
α0′nα0n¯
))
(8.5)
That is, all integrals are over null rays on the celestial sphere. I have gone ahead and set
the initial dipole to be the back to back jets. The first term corresponds to multiple soft
emissions generating new wilson lines U0, U0′ , while the second term corresponds to the
cusp contribution. The IR averaging is accomplished by:
Uabi → δab
(
θ
(pzi
p0i
)
+ θ
(
cosR− p
z
i
p0i
))
(8.6)
I focus on the multiple soft emission term, since this will naturally produce the single loga-
6I thank Simon Caron-Huot for correspondence about the NLO procedure for BMS, as well as providing
notes on the calculations.
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rithmic contributions. Noting that one can drop the small cone about the other hemisphere,
the integrations become with the IR averaging constraints:
2
∫
d2Ω0
4pi
d2Ω0′
4pi
→IR ave.
∫ 1
0
dx
∫ 1
0
dy
∫ 2pi
0
dφ
4pi
(
θ
(1
2
− x
)
θ
(
y − 1
2
)
+ θ
(
x− 1
2
)
θ
(1
2
− y
))
(8.7)
Here, x, y are related to the polar angles of the soft emissions. The NGL distribution is
generated by acting Exp[−LNGLKˆ] on the initial hard configuration, so expanding the
exponential and using the results in [37] for the kernel, we get:
− α
2
s
16pi2CA
〈
K(2)N=4Tr[U1U
†
2 ]
〉
IR
ln
uc
τ c
=
α2sCACF
2pi2
ζ3ln
uc
τ c
(8.8)
When calculating with a hamiltonian germane to QCD, one obtains almost Eq. (7.1),
except for the ζ3 term above, which has the wrong sign. In the full BMS equation, there is
also the contribution coming from iteration of the leading order hamiltonian, however, this
simply generates the leading log NGL at two loops. Then to get the ζ3 logarithm correct,
one must supplement the LO IR averaging procedure with an NLO averaging correction.
However, we will see that collinearly improving the BMS equation to contain the leading
double collinear logs results in a contribution that when added to the above, gives the
correct ζ3, allowing us to forgo the NLO averaging procedure
7. This is not unexpected:
under the assumption that the LO and NLO BMS kernels fully capture all soft coherence
in the IR evolution, the only remaining corrections in the IR that can be obtained are
incoherent emissions off of the wilson lines.
9 Collinear Improvement of the BMS Equation
It is beyond the scope of this paper to firmly establish how one might collinearly-improve
the NLO BMS equation, however, noting the correspondence between the soft jet expansion
in [42] and the leading order BMS equation, one can derive an expression that will hopefully
capture all double collinear logs, at least in the large Nc limit
89. The purely non-global
7One must be careful here since there is a great deal of scheme dependence as to where one puts the
corrections for the NLLs, between the K(1),K(2) evolution hamiltonians, versus the IR calculation of the
observable after evolution. Only the sum of the three are scheme invariant, and expected to give the full
answer.
8Since the collinear evolution is derived from color singlet objets, jet functions, this implies the collinear
evolution does not care about the planar limit. However, the exact matching scale can be sensitive to the
directions of the soft wilson lines the soft jet is entangled with.
9The above NLO equation is for full color evolution, however, for checking the two loop NGLs, this is
immaterial.
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version of BMS is given as:
µ
d
dµ
gab =
αsCA
pi
∫
FJ
dΩj
4pi
Wab(j)
{
Uabj gajgjb − gab
}
, (9.1)
Wab(j) =
a · b
a · nj nj · b . (9.2)
Where a, b, and nj are null vectors. The integration is over the angular region of the fat jet.
The RG equations of the soft jet factorization could be used to generate the Uabj factor:
µ
d
dµ
lnUabj = −αsCA
pi
∫
FJ
dΩi
4pi
{
Waj(i) +Wjb(i)−Wab(i)
}
= −αsCA
pi
Sab(j) . (9.3)
Where the integration is over the angular region of out of jet region. From Ref. [23], the
function Sab(j) always contains the term ln
(
1− uv
)
. Indeed, examining Eqs. (7.4) and (7.5)
and noting that for the case of a = n, b = n¯:∫
FJ
dΩi
4pi
{
Wnj(i) +Wjn(i)−Wnn¯(i)
}
= −ln
(
1− u
v
)
(9.4)
u
v
=
n · nj
n¯ · nj (9.5)
I will show how to collinearly improve the BMS equation, assuming that the effective
theories correctly calculate the resummed production rate of soft jets modulo global effects.
This resummation of the collinear double logs maintains the conformal invariance of the
BMS equation, up to the boundary condition of the jet radius. I construct the resummed
weight in the BMS equation through a sequence of effective theories under the assumption:
τ c(1− u
v
) τ c , (9.6)
τ c  µ . (9.7)
I evolve between the scales of Eq. (9.6) using the evolution the logarithmic terms of
Eq. (7.5), then I evolve between the scales of Eq. (9.7) using Eqs. (9.4) and (9.4). This se-
quence of evolutions can be codified into a limit of the factorization theorem in [42], where
one essentially takes the threshold limit of the collinear splittings at the jet boundary,
which is given in App. D. Then we have for the resummation in the BMS equation:
U c.i.nn¯j = Exp
[
αsCA
pi
ln
(
1− u
v
)
ln
( u
τ c
)
− αsCA
2pi
ln2
(
1− u
v
)]
(9.8)
Then the collinearly improved BMS equation for the n− n¯ dipole is:
µ
d
dµ
gnn¯ =
αsCA
pi
∫
FJ
dωj
4pi
Wnn¯(j)
{
U c.i.nn¯j gnjgjn¯ − gnn¯
}
. (9.9)
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Finally, one would like to collinearly improve the BMS equation for an arbitrary dipole
with directions a, b, derived in App. D:
U c.i.abj = Exp
[
− αsCA
pi
Sab(j)ln
( µ
τ c
)
+
αsCA
pi
Sab(j)ln
(
1− u
v
)
+
αsCA
2pi
S2ab(j)
]
(9.10)
One can check from the explicit expressions for Sab(j) (see App. C) this scheme also expo-
nentiates the same double collinear log. Expanding out this scheme to find the predicted
logs, one finds it over-estimates the ζ3 NGL by a factor of two. Namely, expanding out the
collinear improved BMS equation and integrating, we find the NGL contribution:
αsCA
2pi
∫ uc
τc
du
u
∫ ∞
u
dv
v
(αsCA
pi
ln
(
1− u
v
)
ln
( µ
τ c
)
− αsCA
2pi
ln2
(
1− u
v
))
=
α2sC
2
A
2pi2
(
− pi
2
12
ln2
uc
τ c
− ζ3lnu
c
τ c
)
(9.11)
Correcting for the large Nc limit by swapping C
2
A → 2CFCA, and adding this to Eq. (8.8),
I find that the leading in transcendantality terms of Eq. (7.1) (the N = 4 SYM result) are
reproduced. The specific to QCD contributions are already captured in the formalism of
[37]. Thus the collinear improvement of the BMS equation removes the need to supple-
ment the NLL resummation of NGLs with IR averaging corrections, that is, no large log
still resides in the IR after evolution has taken place. The scheme dependence of the IR
averaging has been completely shuffled into a redefinition of the BMS kernels, though there
will now exist a scheme dependence between the collinear evolution, and the fixed order
expression for the BMS kernels. The collinear resummation scales chosen here (the natu-
ral ones from the point of view of the factorization theorem) correspond to the “Lorentz”
scheme evolution kernel K(2).
Here we have only used the leading singular pieces of the splitting function for the
collinear improvement, however, other than having to solve a more complicated evolution
equation, the full edge of jet function contains all the ingredients necessary to also capture
these effects. Careful attention should be paid to the resulting changes in the K(2) kernel
if further subleading collinear resummation is performed.
10 Collinear Matching for Deep versus Edge Subjets, and Finding the
Buffer Region
I seek to argue that the collinear corrections to the BMS equation for jets deep in the fat
jet are irrelavant, exactly so in a conformal theory like N = 4 SYM. Every wilson line
generate by the BMS evolution naturally comes with its own jet function, if for no other
reason than to absorb and cancel collinear divergences. The question then is whether these
jet functions at all have a natural IR scale beyond that of the fat jet’s mass (which sets
their energy scale), or are the“inclusive-unobserved” jet functions of Ref. [13]. Given no
natural IR scale, any loop integral in these jet functions will be scaleless, and in dimension
regularization, they will be zero. In the calculation of the BMS kernel, they will appear
as at most collinear corrections that cancel divergences in “hard” virtual corrections of
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these kernels. In QCD, there will always be the IR scale of ΛQCD, so though the collinear
integrals will be scaleless in perturbation theory, running to non-perturbative scales is
still necessary. Angles of subjets with respect to each other are always bounded by the
jet radius, with no enhancing singularity, thus never give a meaningful scale. As subjets
approach each other, they are simply combined, and collinear divergences cancel with no
left over large logarithm. Then only close to the fat jet boundary does a new IR scale arises:
the angle to this boundary that cuts off fragmentation into or out of the jet. This now
gives the collinear corrections a non-trivial structure, even in a conformal theory, and one
can conjecture that all scheme dependence of the IR averaging will arise from corrections
having to do with edge of jet physics, since that is the only large scale left in the problem.
Thus with the appropriate collinear resummation of the BMS kernel, one could render
the IR averaging procedure trivial, in the sense that it is always given by the leading
order procedure, or the leading order procedure times a kinematically trivial series in αs.
Moreover, these corrections are universally predicted from a single jet function calculation.
From an effective theory viewpoint, this is pleasing, since one would like to obtain all large
logs from evolution, with no surprises in the IR trace of the reduced density matrix.
Finally, it is important to quantify how big the edge of the jet is. Other than the
potential confinement scale, only the size of the NGL can matter. So we have the different
angular regimes:
1− u
v
 τ
c
µ
or 1− u
v
 τ
c
µ
(10.1)
In the first, the second term of Eq. (9.8) dominates the exponent, while in the latter the
standard term dominates. Thus the size of the non-global log effectively sets the size of the
boundary layer containing the collinear theory. The larger the NGL, the less the collinear
resummation contributes to the improved equation. This is just the statement that the
leading logs are genuinely leading. However, at small to moderate values of the NGL, the
collinear effects could be expected to be substantial. One can get a feel for this competition
by plotting out the size of the buffer region. This is defined to be the rapidity of the soft
jet at which the resummation factor U in Eq. (9.1) attains its half maximum, given the
size of the NGL. This is plotted in Fig. 3.
11 The Lindblad Equation and the Expansion in Soft Jets
These non-linear IR/RG evolution equations found in jet/small-x physics all fit a very
general pattern (see also [81–83]). Namely, since the underlying physics is that of a Markov
process at leading log, the equations are examples of the Lindblad equation Refs. [84–86].
These evolution equations for the reduced density matrix in the presence of an energetic
enviroment decaying into the IR take a universal form, and in a field theory context have
recently been discussed in Refs. [87–89]. If one takes a generic unitary quantum system
with some initial energetic state with density matrix ρˆ, and begins to integrate out the
energetic modes of the matrix, giving a reduced density matrix ρˆR, then evolution in the
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Figure 3: The rapidity of the soft jet at which the resummation factor in Eq. (9.1) reaches
half its maximum value. Plotted are both the original BMS resummation, and the collinear
improvement for the n-n¯ dipole. Note: αsCApi ∼ .11.
“time” t (or whatever observable the reduced density matrix is to be ordered in) satisfies:
∂tρˆR = [iHˆ, ρˆR] +
∑
ij
Γij(t)
{
2LˆiρˆRLˆ
†
j − Lˆ†jLˆiρˆR − ρˆRLˆ†jLˆi
}
(11.1)
if and only if the system is Markovian, and the evolution satisfies a semi-group composition
rule while preserving the positivity of the reduced density matrix. Hˆ is a hermitian opera-
tor, and the evolution is non-unitary (the flow is diffusive and potentially irreversible, thus
the semi-group composition rule of the evolution.), and this is in contrast to traditional RG
equations found in factorization theorems where one can flow in either direction through
RG consistency. The Γij are the decay rates of the energetic enviroment into the IR, and
Lˆi create/annihilate the asymptotic IR states. The sum over i, j is over the kinematically
allowed phase space for the decay, assuming a mode can be created at each point. In LO
BMS, the creation and annihilation operators map to wilson lines, while the eikonal factor
corresponds to the decay rates from high energy modes to softer modes. The difficult part
though is not finding the form of the equation, but demonstrating factorization, that is,
the system is Markovian to leading log. Effective field theory and in particular the soft
jet expansion of Ref. [42] give a systematic way to calculate the resummed decay rates of
the Lindblad equation for jet physics (the BMS equation) and its subleading logarithmic
extensions such that the sum over the allowed phase space for the decays is well-behaved
in all corners.
For jet physics, the leading log factorization was accomplished long ago with the “jet
calculus” of [90–92], however, instead of writing evolution equations for the reduced density
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matrix10, the authors sparked the now well-established tradition of Monte-Carlo simulta-
tion of jets that properly accounts for soft coherence. These Monte-Carlos solve these
evolution equations [81], at least approximately, ultimately the more important endeavor.
12 Conclusions
I have presented a factorization theorem that can be exploited to resum terms contributing
to subleading NGLs in jet cross-sections. Moreover the factorization theorem itself will be
helpful in understanding the boundary structure of cone algorithms, and have useful appli-
cations in jet substrucutre studies. The resummation is distinctly collinear, and captures
the fragmentation effects of soft jets at the jet boundary. Using the factorization theorem
to calculate soft jet production, I gave a simple extension of the BMS equation that would
include the leading collinear effects, but is still not single log accurate. Interestingly, it
captures logarithmic contributions that are naively missed by the NLO BMS kernel, but
would be corrected when calculating the IR trace of the reduced density matrix as gener-
ated by BMS evolution at NLO order. Taken together, the NLO kernel and the collinear
resummation, they form a complete NLL exponentiation of the subleading NGLs, with
a trivial structure in the IR matrix element. The soft jet expansion then, which can be
systematic up to the number of jets included, provides an important check on what effects
are captured in these evolution equations, and can be used to resum the evolution kernels
thesmelves.
With regards to phenomenology, it is plausible that the bulk of these collinear effects at
large-Nc are already captured by antennae-dipole showers, like Vincia [94, 95] or Ariadne
[96]. Given these showers capture leading log soft coherence and parton splitting at each
splitting/emission, for all phase space points, they would naturally incorporate many of the
subleading logarithms, especially the double collinear logs. However, some terms present in
QCD, like the subleading NGLs with rational coefficients, would only be included once the
parton shower was matched to a fixed order calculation with sufficient number of loops, or
if the shower was constructed around a 2→ 4 splitting scheme. Indeed, this suggests that
the appropriate construction of NLO BMS equation should be around antennae-multipoles
instead of soft currents [97, 98], to control the decay rates into IR physics. These naturally
include both soft coherence and collinear splittings. Then one would be constructing the
shower equation [81, 84–86] for a full scale NLL parton shower.
Perhaps more important is the implications for the B-JIMWLK hierarchy [99–110]11.
NGLs and small-x physics are known to be related via a conformal mapping [32, 33],
including the NLO corrections to B-JIMWLK, [37], whose conformal properties are more
delicate [115]. This relationship is so-far exact in N = 4 SYM, and departures from it
are directly related to the beta function of QCD. However, both the BFKL [116, 117]
and the B-JIMWLK hierarchy resummations are noticeably improved at NLO with the
inclusion of at least a partial collinear resummation of the evolution kernels [118–120].
10But there was a consideration for time-evolution of the wavefunction [93].
11For a detailed discussion of the assumptions behind B-JIMWLK, see [111], and for the NLO corrections,
see [112–114].
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It would be pleasing to exhibit a conformal mapping between the collinear resummation
applied here, and the small-x regime, at least for N = 4 SYM. For the NGL case, the
jet radius provided a natural collinear cut-off for these subleading logarithms. Under the
stereographic projection that relates the jet physics to small-x, the jet boundary is mapped
to a circle in the impact parameter plane. Thus the concern would be collinear splittings
between large and small transverse momentum scales (small and large values of the impact
parameter). However, in the B-JIMWLK case there is no emergent IR cutoff like that from
the jet boundary. In a conformal theory, all subjets produces by B-JIMWLK are then
deep in the “fat jet”, and the collinear improvement seems pointless since there is no IR
scale to run to. In QCD, one must worry about ΛQCD giving the IR cutoff to the impact
parameter space. Given the importance of these collinear improvements, this suggests
complete quantification of all participating momentum regions in the high-energy forward
scattering regime is lacking.
Finally, given recent work on resumming all leading logs at finite-Nc in the hemisphere
case [35], the stage seems set to numerically assess the impact of the NLL NGLs, at least
out to moderate values of the non-global logs αsCApi ln
mL
mR
∼ 2. It would be relatively
straightforward to work to NLL with two soft subjet contributions, including collinear
resummations, and comparing against the collinearly improved LO+NLO BMS, which
seems to be adaptable to the methods of [35]. Like in the small-x case where the collinear
improvement allowed the NLO BK evolution to maintain positivy, Ref. [119, 120], it would
be interesting to see if the same obtains in the jet case.
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A Plus Distributions
I briefly summarize the properties of the plus distributions found in the renormalized
momentum space functions. I follow the definition given in [121]. Let q(x) be a function
less singular than 1/x2 at the origin, then the rgularized plus distribution with boundary
point x0 is given by: [
q(x)
][x0]
+
= lim
δ→0
d
dx
[
θ(x− δ)Q(x, x0)
]
(A.1)
Q(x, x0) =
∫ x
x0
dx′q(x′) (A.2)
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Integrating against a function f(x), the above plus distribution yields:∫ xmax
0
dx′f(x′)
[
q(x′)
][x0]
+
=
∫ xmax
0
dx′q(x′)[f(x′)− f(0)] + f(0)Q(xmax, x0) (A.3)
If x0 = 1, then I adopt the convention:[
q(x)
]
+
=
[
q(x)
][1]
+
(A.4)
Now I can define the distributions:
La(x) =
[ 1
x1−a
]
+
(A.5)
Ln(x) = d
n
dan
La(x)
∣∣∣
a=0
=
[1
x
lnnx
]
+
(A.6)
La(λ, x) = 1
λ
La
(x
λ
)
(A.7)
Ln(λ, x) = 1
λ
Ln
(x
λ
)
(A.8)
These last distributions satisfy the rescaling identity:
La(λ, x) = λ−aLa(x) + δ(x)λ
−a − 1
a
(A.9)
Ln(λ, x) =
n∑
k=0
nCkln
k
(
λ−1
)
Ln−k(x) + δ(x)
lnn+1
(
λ−1
)
n+ 1
(A.10)
This allows us to take the logarithmic derivative:
d
dlnλ
Ln(λ, x) =
n∑
k=1
−k nCklnk−1
(
λ−1
)
Ln−k(x)− δ(x)lnn
(
λ−1
)
(A.11)
d
dlnλ
L0(λ, x) = −δ(x) (A.12)
d
dlnλ
L1(λ, x) = δ(x)lnλ− L0(λ, x) (A.13)
Finally, the plus distributions encountered in this paper have the following laplace trans-
forms: ∫ ∞
0
dxLa(λ, x)e−x τ =
∫ ∞
0
dx
λ−a
x1−a
(
e−x τ˜ − 1
)
+
∫ ∞
1
dx
λ−a
x1−a
+
λ−a − 1
a
=
(
λτ
)a
Γ(a)− 1
a
(A.14)∫ ∞
0
dxL0(λ, x)e−x τ = −ln
(
τλeγE
)
(A.15)∫ ∞
0
dxL1(λ, x)e−x τ = 1
2
ln2
(
τλeγE
)
+
pi2
12
(A.16)
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B Energy Correlation Functions
The energy correlation functions are defined as:
e
(α)
2 =
1
E2J
∑
i<j∈J
EiEj
(
2pi · pj
EiEj
)α/2
, (B.1)
e
(α)
3 =
1
E3J
∑
i<j<k∈J
EiEjEk
(
2pi · pj
EiEj
2pi · pk
EiEk
2pj · pk
EjEk
)α/2
.
Here J denotes the jet, pi and are the four momentum and energy of particle i in the jet.
C Out of Jet Anomalous Dimensions For BMS
I give the explicit forms in the hemisphere case of the out-of-jet anomalous dimension of
Eq. (9.3), as calculated in [23]. If a, b are light-like vectors within the fat jet, we have:
Sab(j) = −ln
(
cos θj
)
− 1
2
ln
( [ab]
2[aj][jb]
)
(C.1)
= −ln
(
1− tan2 θj
2
)
− ln
(1 + cos θj
2
)
− 1
2
ln
( [ab]
2[aj][jb]
)
(C.2)
When b = n¯, we have:
San¯(j) = −ln
(
cos θj
)
− 1
2
ln
( (an¯)
2[aj](jn¯)
)
(C.3)
= −ln
(
1− tan2 θj
2
)
− ln
(1 + cos θj
2
)
− 1
2
ln
( [ab]
2[aj][jb]
)
(C.4)
Note: tan2
θj
2 =
n·nj
·¯nj ≡ uv . I define the angular products:
(ab) = 1− cosθab = 1− cosθacosθb − cos(φa − φb)sinθasinθa (C.5)
[ab] = (a¯b) = 1 + cosθacosθb − cos(φa − φb)sinθasinθa (C.6)
θab is the angle between the null vectors, and a¯ is the reflection of the spatial components of
a into the other hemisphere. We have given the explicit forms in the spherical coordinates
defined by the fat jet axis nˆ.
D Joint Resummation of Soft Jets
To incorporate the collinear double logs into the BMS equation (Sec. 9), we need to combine
the factorization of this paper, with that of Ref. [42]. Thus we want a power counting
scheme:
u τ  τ
(
1− u
v
cot2
R
2
)
. (D.1)
– 28 –
First we recall the factorization of Ref. [42]:
dσ
de
(α)
2 de
(β)
2 de
(α)
3 dτ
= σ0H(Q
2)Hsjnn¯
(
e
(α)
2 , e
(β)
2 , τ
)
Snn¯nsj
(
e
(α)
3 ; τ ;R
)
⊗ Snsj n¯sj (e(α)3 , R)
⊗ Jnsj (e(α)3 , Qsj)⊗ Jn(e(α)3 )⊗ Jn¯(τ) (D.2)
In the region of Eq. (D.1) of phase space, the soft jet factorization theorem takes the form:
dσ
de
(α)
2 de
(β)
2 de
(α)
3 dτ
= σ0H(Q
2)Hsjnn¯
(
e
(α)
2 , e
(β)
2 , τ
)
Hnn¯nsj
(
e
(α)
3 ; τ ;R
)
Cthrnsj (τ,R)
⊗ Snsj n¯sj (e(α)3 , R)⊗ Ensj (e(α)3 , Qsj)⊗ Jn(e(α)3 )⊗ Jn¯(τ)⊗ Snn¯
(
e
(α)
3 ; τ ;R
)
(D.3)
The matching coefficient Cthrnsj (τ,R) is related to that of Sec. 5.3 with the added expansion
v  τ . This up to constants drops all terms but the double logs in Eq. (5.12). We have
converted the soft function into a hard function Snn¯nsj by subtracting the contribution of
Cthrnsj (τ,R):
Snn¯nsj
(
e
(α)
3 ; τ ;R
)
= Hnn¯nsj
(
e
(α)
3 ; τ ;R
)
Cthrnsj (τ,R)⊗ Snn¯
(
e
(α)
3 ; τ ;R
)
+ ... (D.4)
This localizes the scale 1 − uv cot2R2 into the function Cthrnsj , and the scale τ into the hard
matching coefficent. The new three wilson line soft function is equivalent that found in
Eq. (3.3). To get the resummation of the double collinear logs, we evolve Cthrnsj between the
scales:
τ c
(
1− u
v
cot2
R
2
)
→ τ c . (D.5)
To leading log in the double collinear logs, we can simply exponentiate the logs, but at
next-to-leading log and beyond, a more complicated resummation factor like Eq. (7.11)
may be necessary in general. However, in a conformal theory, performing the resumma-
tion in laplace space with canonical scale setting, the dependence on the out-of-jet scale
vanishes completely in the resummation, so that the exponentiated form of the double logs
would hold to all orders, with only corrections to the anomalous dimension. To finish the
resummation, we run Hnn¯nsj and C
thr
nsj together to the scale µ from τ
c. From the matching
equation (D.4), and appropriately reassociating the functions of the factorization theorem
to cancel global effects, this is just the running of the Gnn¯nsj factor of Ref. [42]. Together,
these resummations give the form Eq. (9.8).
Explicitly, the evolution proceeds as follows. First I take the matching for arbitrary
dipole a, b radiating a soft jet:
Sabnsj
(
e
(α)
3 ; τ ;R
)
= Habnsj
(
e
(α)
3 ; τ ;R
)
Cthrnsj (τ,R)⊗ Sab
(
e
(α)
3 ; τ ;R
)
+ ... (D.6)
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Take the edge of jet anomalous dimension at threshold:
µ
d
dµ
lnCthrnsj (τ˜ , R)Snn¯nsj = −
αs(µ)CA
pi
(
ln(µτ˜eγE )− ln
(
1− n · nsj
n · n¯sj cot
2R
2
))
(D.7)
I evolve between the scales:
τ c
(
1− n · nsj
n · n¯sj cot
2R
2
)
→ τ c
(
1− n · nsj
n · n¯sj cot
2R
2
)
eSab(nsj) (D.8)
Though awkward, from the explicit expressions for the out of jet anomalous dimensions,
Sab(nsj) in Sec. C, this last scale does not actually depend on the angle to the jet bound-
ary. This intermediate scale is chosen as the scale where the out-of-jet component of the
anomalous dimension of Habnsj vanishes in (D.6), so the matching logs are minimized.
I then evolve using the standard dressed gluon anomalous dimension (9.3) between the
scales:
τ c
(
1− n · nsj
n · n¯sj cot
2R
2
)
eSab(nsj) → µ (D.9)
I, up to running coupling effects that are easily included, obtain Eq. (9.10). The appearance
of τ c
(
1− n·nsjn· n¯sj cot2R2
)
eSab(nsj) in the intermediate scale is just a consequence of the function
Habnsj in (D.6) being sensitive to positions of the directions a, b within the fat jet.
E In-In Contribution To Edge-of-Jet Function
The in-in contribution can be written in terms of a standard jet function contribution with
no jet boundary contributions, and the jet boundary contributions:
E(1)nsj
(
e˜
(α)
3 ; τ ;Qsj ;R
)∣∣∣∣∣
in-in
= δ(τ)
(
E(1)nsj
(
e˜
(α)
3 ;Qsj
)∣∣∣
stnd.
+ δE(1)nsj
(
e˜
(α)
3 ;Qsj ;R
))
(E.1)
– 30 –
The standard contribution is given by:
E(1)divnsj
(
e˜
(α)
3 ;Qsj
)
=
αsCA
pi
{
α
2(1− α)2 +
β0

+
α
(1− α) ln
(
F
(
µ
Qsj
e˜
(α)
3 ,
Qsj
Q
;N
))}
(E.2)
E(1)finnsj
(
e˜
(α)
3 ;Qsj
)
=
αsCA
pi
{
C(1) + ln
(
F
(
µ
Qsj
e˜
(α)
3 ,
Qsj
Q
;N
))
(
β0
CA
+
α
1− α ln
(
F
(
µ
Qsj
e˜
(α)
3 ,
Qsj
Q
;N
)))}
(E.3)
C(1) =
67(1− α)
18α
− pi
2
24
9α2 − 16α+ 4
(1− α)α + nfTf
23α− 26
36CAα
(E.4)
F
(
µ
Qsj
e˜
(α)
3 ,
Qsj
Q
;N
)
= eγE/αN
1
α
(Qsj
Q
) 2
α µ
Qsj
(
e˜
(α)
3
) 1
α
(E.5)
The boundary dependent pieces are given as:
δE(1)divnsj
(
e˜
(α)
3 ;Qsj ;R
)
= −CAαs
pi
(
1
22(1− α) +
1
(1− α) ln
(
G
(
e˜
(α)
3 ;Qsj ;nsj ;R
))
(E.6)
δE(1)finnsj
(
e˜
(α)
3 ;Qsj ;R
)
=
CAαs
pi
{
− 1
2(1− α) ln
2
(
G
(
e˜
(α)
3 ;Qsj ;nsj ;R
))
− pi
2(2α2 − 6α+ 7)
12(1− α)
}
(E.7)
G
(
e˜
(α)
3 ;Qsj ;nsj ;R
)
= 21−αeγEN
µ
Q
Qsj
Q
e˜
(α)
3
(
tan2
R
2
− n · nsj
n¯ · nsj
)α−1(n · nsj
n¯ · nsj
) 1−α
2
(n¯ · nsj)α−1
(E.8)
These boundary dependent pieces have finite corrections that vanish as e
(α)
3 → 0. The
leading terms given here of the boundary dependent contribution can be factored into a
boundary soft function.
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